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This is in response to the appeal brief filed December 16, 2008 appealing from the 
Office action mailed July 7, 2008. 
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(1) Real Party in Interest 

A statement identifying by name the real party in interest is contained in the brief. 

(2) Related Appeals and Interferences 

The examiner is not aware of any related appeals, interferences, or judicial 
proceedings which will directly affect or be directly affected by or have a bearing on the 
Board's decision in the pending appeal. 

(3) Status of Claims 

The statement of the status of claims contained in the brief is correct. 

(4) Status of Amendments After Final 

The appellant's statement of the status of amendments after final rejection 
contained in the brief is correct. 

(5) Summary of Claimed Subject Matter 

The summary of claimed subject matter contained in the brief is correct. 

(6) Grounds of Rejection to be Reviewed on Appeal 

The appellant's statement of the grounds of rejection to be reviewed on appeal is 
substantially correct. The changes are as follows: Final Office rejection of claim 5 is 
under 35 USC 102(e) as anticipated by Boucher et al. US Patent No. 6,976,007. 

(7) Claims Appendix 

The copy of the appealed claims contained in the Appendix to the brief is correct. 

(8) Evidence Relied Upon 

6,976,007 Boucher etal. 12-2005 
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(9) Grounds of Rejection 

The following ground(s) of rejection are applicable to the appealed claims: 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Boucher et al. 
(US Patent No. 6,976,007 B1). 

3. Regarding Claim 1 , Boucher discloses a method for sending a gift within a wrap, 
the method comprising applying an identification code to the wrap (Figure 2, Column 3 
lines 15-21, package reads on a gift within a wrap), giving the wrap to a first user, 
inputting into a control system a first input of information received from the first user who 
has transferred the wrap containing one gift to a second user (Abstract, Figures 1-2, 
Column 4 lines 40-47), inputting into the control system a second input of information 
from the second user to which the wrap and the one gift have been transferred, the 
second input of information comprising the identification code together with second data 
provided by the second user (Abstract, Figure 5, Column 2 line 48 - Column 3 line 27), 
employing the control system to access the first and second inputs of information, and 
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displaying the first and second data on a website (Abstract, Column 4 lines 10-28), 
receiving an other input comprising third data from a third user to whom the wrap and 
an other gift have been sent, enabling the control system to access the third data, and 
displaying the third data on the website (Figure 1 , Column 4 lines 40-47). 

(10) Response to Argument 

Argument A: The 1 12-2 nd rejection of Claim 5 should be withdrawn. 

In light of the Applicant's remarks, the 112-2 nd rejection has been withdrawn. 

Argument B: Boucher does not teach receiving an other input comprising third 
data from a third user to whom the wrap and an other gift have been sent and displaying 
the third data on the website. 

In response, the Examiner respectfully disagrees. Boucher discloses a shipping 
system containing multiple carriers with updatable websites of inputted tracking data 
that reads on receiving an other input comprising third data from a third user to whom 
the wrap and an other gift have been sent and displaying the third data on the website 
(Abstract, Figure 1 , Figure 5, Figure 7). Furthermore, it is noted that the features upon 
which applicant relies (i.e., inputting data from a third user regarding the same wrap 
that was previously sent by another user in a chain-like sequence and which the 
wrap contains other contents ) are not recited in the rejected claim(s). It appears that 
applicant is trying to argue reuse of the same wrap by the recipient of the first gift in 
order to place a different gift in the same wrap and sending it to another recipient of a 
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second gift in a chain-like sequence. The limitations of the instant application, as 
currently recited, are not reflective of such interpretation. Although the claims are 
interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the specification are not read into 
the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

(11) Related Proceeding(s) Appendix 

No decision rendered by a court or the Board is identified by the examiner in the 
Related Appeals and Interferences section of this examiner's answer. 

For the above reasons, it is believed that the rejections should be sustained. 
Respectfully submitted, 
/Faris Almatrahi/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 3627 

Conferees: 

IF. Ryan Zeender/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3627 
Vincent Millin Nml 

Appeal Practice Specialist, Technology Center 3600 



